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EXHIBIT 46 




3. 
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District o* Columbia Public Schools 

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 

825 North Capitol Street NE. 9* Floor 

Washington, DC 20002-1994 

Phone - 202-442-5000, Fax - 202-442-509S 

APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
PURSUANT TO THE INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT 



Attorney Information 

Law Finn: 
Attorney: 

Federal Tax ID No.: 
D.C.Bar No.: 

Student Information 

Name: 

DOB: 

Date of Determination (HOD/S A): 

Parent/Guardian Name: 

Parent/Guardian Address: 

Current School: 

Home School 

Invoice Information 

Invoice Number 
Date Request Submitted: 
Date(s) Services Rendered 
Amount of Payment Request 



JAMES E. BROWg & ASSOCIATE?. PLLC 

JAMES E. BHOWH 

S7-1 inOTfifl 

61622 



Joseph Thomas 

4/2/94 
7/25/05 

Jasmine Thomas 



1709 Benning Rd. 
Gibbs ES 



NE, #E23, 20002 



Gibbs ES 



Q5-395 



8/26/05 



5/20/05 m RM/OS 
S 6.664.09 



I certify that all of the foaowmg 



are true and correct: 



• all services fisted on the endoaed invoices 
. • the entire imouut requested on the enclosed 



• the District 
costs and 

• no 
wffl benefit fl<Qfl) ami 



is the sole 
on rae enclosed invoice is 

(1) provided 
paid as a result 



fisted on the endoaed invoice, 



or (2) 
has a 



cither through an attorney; officer or employee of the fins, in any special 



Ts>I understand that the making of o (Use statement to an 

\ >jumshaMe by criminal penalties pursuant to D.C Code $22-2403 




August 26, 2005 



e»7/26/20B? a ?^J5 O6 -p^5A§^MH HK Document 4i&hn y&teii&2fr4/2006 Page 8*1*1 22/10 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
STATE ENFORCEMENT & INVESTIGATONS DIVISION 



David R. Smith, Due Process Hearing Officer 

825 North Capital Street, 8* Floor, NJE. 

Washington, DC 20002 

(202) 442-5432 (phone); (202) 442-5556(ftx) 



In the Matter of 



Joseph Thomas ("Student") 
Date of Birth: April 2, 1994 

Petitionee 

v. 



District of Columbia Public Schools 
825 North Capitol Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20002 
("DCPS" or "District*) 



Res pondent. 



IMPARTIAL DUE PROCESS 

HEARING OFFICER* S DECISION 1 

Hearing Dates: July 15, 2005 
Held at: 825 North Capitol Street, NW 
8* Floor 
Washington, DC 20002 

Attending School: 
Gibbs Elemenlaiy School 

Hearing Request: 
June 4, 2005 



Counsel for Parent 



^Counsel for DCPS: 
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Deloies Scott McKnight, Esq. 
1220 L Street, NW 
Suite 700 
Washington, DC. 20005 

Tiffany Pfcckett, Esq, 

District of Columbia Public Schools, 

9* floor 

825 North Capitol Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20002 



An indta of names is attached ]^^ Hie index will permit 

the ponies to identify specific witnesses and other relevant persons. The index is 
designed to be detached before release of this Hearing Officer's Dctennitiation as a 
public record 
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INDEX OF NAMES 

Joseph Thomas v. DCPS 











Special Education Coordinator 


Mr. Aaron Teny 






















Education Advocate 


Ms. Michelle Moody 


CHILD AND CHILD'S DCPS ID # or 
SSM (insert D>#or Case Number on each 
page of the HOD vice child's name) 




Child's Parents) (specific relationship) 


Ms. Jasmine Thomas, Mather 


Child/Parent's Representative 


Delores Scott Mcknight, Esq. 


School System's Representative 


Tif&ny Pudcett, Esq. 
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INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (IDEA) 20 USC 5 1400 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
IMPARTIAL DUE PROCESS HEARING 

INTRODUCTION: 

A Due Process Hearing was convened on July 15, 2005. The Hearing was held at the District of 
Columbia PubKc Schools ("DCFS^ 825 North Capitol Street, HE Washington, D-C 20002. The 
Hearing was held pursuant to a hearing request submitted by counsel for the patent dated May 20, 2005, 

ISSUE: 

L Whether DCPS foiled to develop an appropriate IEP for he student? 

2. Whether DCPS foiled to perform a Functional Behavior Assessment and develop a 
Behavior Intervention Plan for the student? 

3. Whether the student is entitled to compensatory education services 7 

JURISDICTION: 

The Hearing was held and this decision was written pursuant to the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education ActQX>JE.A.\¥.L. 101-476, as amended by PI. 105-17, &e Rules of the Board of 
Education of the District of Columbia ami the DC Appropriations Act, Section 145. effective October 
21, 1998. 

DUE PROCESS RIGHTS: 

Counsel for the parent waived a formal reading of the due process rights. 
FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The student was determined eligible for special education on June 1, 2004 as learning 
disabled. An initial IEP was developed for him by the J.O. Wilson Elementary School indicating that 
he required 20 hours a week of specialized instruction. 2 The parent participated m the meeting by 
telephone. 3 

2. The student started attending 4* grade at Gtbbs Elementary School in September 2004, 
his first year of eligibility in special education. 

3. Gtbbs sent the parent several invitations to attend IEP meetings, which meetings did not 
go forward 4 It is not dear from the record why all the meeting did not go forward pursuant to the 
invitations to attend and confirmations of the meeting. 



2 JT-17 

3 ID. Over Page of IEP 

4 See JT-8, 9. 1L 12, 13, 14 A15. 
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4. In any event, Gibbs sent the parent a "Confirmation of Meeting Notice" dated May 18, 
2005, setting a meeting for May 25, 2005. A meeting did in feet take place that day and an IEP was 
developed. The parent did not appear at the meeting and therefore, the team requested that Mr. Rot 
Davis, the student's special education coordinator, call the parent to reconfirm the meeting. However, 
Mr Davis was infonned by the parent that the meeting would take place the following month. 7 The torn 
decided to proceed with the meeting and develop an IEP because the IEP that had been developed by 
J,0. Wilson was about to expire. The team noted in the Meeting Notes that the IEP would be revised 
when meeting with parent and attorney on June 12 or 13, 2005."* 

5. By letter dated May 19, 2005, Ms. MficheMe Moody, the parent's advocate informed Mr. 
Aaron Teny, the Gibbs special education coordinator, of dates that she and the parent could meet, 
including June 13, 2005. A meeting was scheduled for that date, but did not go forwarded because Mr. 
Teny had to participate in mandatory DCPS training/ 

6. The team that met on May 25, 2005 concluded thai the student remained eligible for 
special education as learning disabled and developed a program for him specifying 20 hours of 
specialized instruction per week 11 Neither the parent nor her advocate participated in the meeting. The 
IEP does not contain Present Levels of Performance ("PLOP") for the student. 

7. Mr. Aaron Teny testified on behalf of DCPS. Mr. Terry job as the Special Education 
Coordinator at Gibbs includes monitoring student progress. He testified that he was familiar with the 
student and saw him approximately 2 to 3 times a week. Mr Teny said that he would go to the 
student's classroom to see what be was doing. 

8. Mr. Terry testified that Mr. Ron Davis, the student's special education teacher, informed 
him that the student was a leader in the classroom and was one of the better students in the classroom. 
He would co-teach, Le. help other students in the classroom Mr. Teny said that the student was making 
progress in all his academic areas. Mr. Terry testified that he based his conclusion that the student was 
making progress on the student's cumulative records. Mr. Teny said that Mr. Davis, the student's 
special education teacher, had also spoken with the parent and told her that the student was doing well. 

9. Mr. Teny testified that an MDT meeting had been scheduled to review the student's IEP; 
it was an annual IEP meeting, because the student's prior IEP developed at JO. Wilson on June 1,2004 
was about to expire. Mr. Teny said that he attended the IBP meeting as well as Mr. Davis. The parent 
was not at the meeting. Mr Teny said that he sent out a Letter of Invitation to attend the meeting, the 
parent signed acknowledging receipt of the letter, but she did not show up. Mr. Teny said that he tried 
to hold the meeting 3 to 4 times, but was not successful. Therefore, it was decided to go forward with 
the meeting because the student's IEP was about to expire. 



JT-9 

DCPS-01 

kL Meeting Notes of foe May 25, 2005 MDT mooting. 

td. 

JT-8 

Testimony of Mr. Teny 

DCPS-01 
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10. Mr. Terry testified that the student was receiving benefit from his specialized instruction 
at Gibbs. He said that he had not been contacted about any concerns regarding the student's progress. 
Also, he testified that Mr. Davis, the student's special education teacher, had not contacted him about 
any concerns with the student's progress. Mr. Teny said that he is prepared to meet on July 22, 2005, 
but needs confirmation form the parent. 

11. A Functional Behavior Assessment fTB A") 12 and a Behavior Intervention Plan 
("BJP")" were completed on May 25, 2005. Mr. Teny testified that even though these were developed, 
the student (fid not show any behavior concerns that would warrant the development of these documents 
during the 2004-2005 school year and that he had not been suspended Also, the student's teachers said 
that the student was not a behavior concern and furthermore, they did not see any evidence of a need for 
anFBA. I find the testimony of Mr. Teny credible. 

12. The parent testified that she had concerns with the student's academic progress and that 
she had expressed her concerns to Mr. Teny and that she did not get a response. She said that she 
believes that the student is dyslexic because he will reverse his letters. He needs to wear glasses, but she 
said that he still has difficulty forming letters 

13. The parent indicated that the student had behavior problems in that he was very 
demanding and that he has difficulty focusing. She said that the teacher told her that he would get out of 
his chair in class, but he had not walked out of his classroom. He had been in about 3 fights. The parent 
Said that he did not curse and that his behavior improved during the school year. 

14. The parent testified that she had received the student's report cards and that be had made 
some progress in some academic areas, but he struggles in reading and he gets frustrated early. She 
further testified that she spoke with Mr. Teny about her concerns. She testified that she spoke with Mr. 
Davis about the student and he told her that he struggles, but is doing okay . The parent was not sure if 
the student works with other kids, but she said that he likes to be in charge, but she testified that she 
could not answer the question. 

15. Ms. Michelle Moody testified for the student. Ms. Moody is the student's special 
education advocate. She has a Masters 3 Degree in Special Education and has taught special education in 
schools. She testified that she was not able to observe the student in his classroom, but did observe him 
while he was in time out. She testified that she saw the student one time, and spoke with him one time 
and spoke with his teacher one time. 

16. Ms. Moody testified that she did not believe the student had made progress. She went to 
review his records at school, but there were no objective measures of his progress such as Stanford 9 
scores in the students file. She testified that she bad reviewed the student's psycho-educational 
evaluation dated May 19, 2004" and his IEP and had concerns about the lack of PLOP. She testified 
that the student is reading at a first grade level and that written expression is at a pre4cindergarten level. 
She also had concerns about the student's FB A and that there were 3 areas in the FB A that are blank. 



12 


DCPS^O 


n 


DOP5-02 


!4 


JT-19 
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17. In response to a telephone call from Mr Teny on May 20, 2005, Ms. Moody sent him a 
letter specifying dales that she would be available for an MDT/IEP meeting. Among the dates listed was 
June 13, 2005 xs 

DECISION AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW; 

1. Based on die evidence, an IEP was developed for the student on May 25, 2005, 
however, the IEP is incomplete in that in does not contain PLOP. There were evidently multiple 
attempts to hold the annual MDT/IEP meeting to review/revise the student's IEP; however, for 
reasons unclear from the record, the meetings did not go forward pursuant to the issuance of 
letters of invitations to attend meetings and confirmations of meetings. 

2. An MDT/IEP meeting did go forward on May 25, 2005 at which an IEP was 
developed for the student However, the parent was not there and after telephone discussions, 
the Gibbs members of theMDT team were informed that the meeting would take place June 13, 
2005, prompting another notice to attend an MDT/IEP meeting. 

3. Even though an IEP was developed on May 25, 2005, the team indicated that it 
would be revised at the next meeting in June. Also developed on May 25, 2005 were a FBA and 
a BIP However* no meeting took place on June 13, 2005 and based on the testimony at the 
Hearing, although both parties expressed a willingness to meet, the meeting still has not taken 
place as of the date of the Hearing. 

4. The IEP that was drafted on May 25, 2005 would have covered most of school 
year 2005-2006 beginning September 2005. Neither the student's initial IEP, nor the one drafted 
on May 25, 2005 indicate that the student requires ESY services, 

5. Based on the evidence, DCPS has not developed an appropriate IEP for he student, but a 
meeting is necessary thai will included the participation of all necessary members, including the parent 
before an appropriate IEP can be developed. The MDT notes pertaining to the May 25, 2005 BEP clearly 
indicate that the document would be revised once the entire team met. 

6. Based on the evidence, DCPS has not (ailed to perform a Functional Behavior 
Assessment and develop a Behavior Intervention Plan for the student The ones that were developed 
appear incomplete, but the MDT/IEP team, should meet to reassess the documents. Relevant here is the 
absences however of evidence that the student had behavior issues that would warrant an FBA and BIP. 

7. In view of the above;, there was no evidence of the student being entitled to compensatory 
education services. Accordingly, it is concluded that DCPS has met its burden in that it has not denied 
the student FAPE. Multiple attempts were made to convene an annual MDT/IEP meeting to review the 
student's IEP; however, evidently due to problems on the part of both parties, an appropriate meeting 
has not been held; however, there was w> evidence of denial of educational benefit as of the date of the 
Hearing. As such, there is no finding of a denial of FAPE. 



15 



JT-S 



07/26/ 280 
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ORDER: 

1. On or before August 22> 2005, DCFS shall convene an MDT/IEP meeting to review and 
revise the student's IEP as necessary, particularly with regard to including PLOP. Also, the team shall 
review the FB A and BBP with the parent and her advocate and revise as appropriate. 

2, All meetings are to be scheduled through parents* counsel and any delay in any time line 
caused by the student, parent or patents* counsel shall extend the applicable time line by one day for 
each day of delay. 

APPEAL PROCESS: 

This is the final adrahurtntive decision in this matter. Appeals on legal grounds may be 
made to a court of competent jurisdiction within 30 days of the rendering of this decision. 

n c r * David R. Smith, Esq 

Date: |"Z>-* J Impartial Hearing Officer 

1*^ <t2£Q$_ 
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INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (IDEA) 20 USC § 1400 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
IMPARTIAL DUE PROCESS HEARING 



In the Matter of 

Joseph Thomas, 

Petitioner, 



District of Columbia Public Schools 
825 North Capitol Street, WW 
Washington, DC 20002 
CTtf^'or'THstricT) 
Respondent. 



CERTIFICATION OF RECORD 



I, David R. Smith,, Impartial Due Process Hearing Officer in this matter. DO 
HEREBY CERTIFY that the attached Record of Proceeding itemizes the record in 
the above-entitled matter as of this date, consisting of the items admitted into evidence, 
including disclosure exhibits and the audio tape recording of the Due Process Hearing. 



EXECUTED this ^M* day of ^7tA^^ . 2005. 




DUE PROCESS HEARING OFHCER 
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MATTER OF JOSEPH THOMAS V. DCPS 
RECORD OF PROCEEDING 



DATE 


DESCRIPTION 


5-20-05 


Request for Due Process 




Notice of Prehearing Conference (as applicable) 


5-27-05 


Notice of Due Process Hearing 


6-23-05 


DCPS Disclosure Exhibits; DCPS-0I through DCPS-03 


6-30-05 


Audio reconfings of hearings 


6-23-05 


Parent Disclosure Exhibits: DC-01 through DC-16 
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District of Columbia Public Schools 
Office of Compliance 

STUDENT HEARING OFFICE 

825 North Capitol Street, N.E. 

8™ Floor 

Washington, D.C. 20002 

FAX: (202)442-5556 




FACSIMILE SHEET 

FROM: STUDENT HEARING OFFICE 

XEitfOD' SdZl-P*^ 7kofio<K£ 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER: /J) 

COMMENTS: 



CONFIDENTIALITY NTQICEx The Information accompanying this fwsimtfe « intended only for the wc of ihe 
individual or entity named above. If you arc not the intended recipient, you ire hereby notified thtt any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the liking of my action in reliance oh the content of ihii telecopied information is tmo\y 
prohibiied. 
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LEGEND 

ATTORNEYS 

JEB James E_ Brown, Esq. 

DH Domiento Hill, Esq. 

CW Christopher West. Esq. 

BM Brenda McAllister, Esq. 

RG Roberta Gambafe, Esq. 

MH Miguel HuH. Esq. 

RR Rachel Rubenstern, Esq. 

JF Juan Fernandez, Esq. 

CB Christina Busso, Esq. 

JS John Straus, Esq. 

RN Roxanne Neloms, Esq. 

TG Tibnan Gerald, Esq. 

OSM Defores Scott McKnight, Esq. 

ML Marshall Lammers, Esq. 

PARALEGALS and LAW CLERKS 

AAG Aracelly A. Gonzalez 

DP David Proctor 

BDL Blanca De La Sancha 

SB Sana Benkharafa 

WB Williams Bautrsta 

YA Yamfleth Amaya 

CMM Claudia M. Martinez 

HR Heidi Romero 

KD Kelly Dau 

MT MJchele Tony, BA, L Cert. 

TB Tamika Beasley 

ADVOCATES 

MM Michelle Moody, MA 

CS Cheron Sutton-Brock, MA 

KC Kevin Carter, MA 

SM Sharon Milfis, M. Ed. 

CM Carolyn Monford, MA 

GMH Garfield Mark Holman, MA 

RB C. Robin Boucher, Ph.D. 

TS Tamieka A. Skinner, MA 

CP Carrie Pecover, MA 

CG Comesha Griffin, MS 

WD William Daywatt, M. Ed. 

DD Donfe Davis 

CF Cartas Fernandez, MA.JD 

OUT OF POCKET COSTS 

FAX Facsimile© $1.00 per page 

COP Reproduction @ $0.25 per page 

TRN Transportation @ actual taxi cost 

TEL Long Distance Telephone @ actual cost 

PAR Parking @ actual cost 

MES Messenger/Express Mafl @ actual cost 

POS Postage @ actual cost 
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James E. Brown & Associates, PLLC 

A Professional Limited Liability 

Company 

1220 L Street, NW Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20005 



Invoice submitted to: 
Joseph Thomas 
Jasmine Thomas 
1709 Benning Rd T NE 
Apt # E23 
Washington DC 20002 



August 04, 2005 

In Reference To: Joseph Thomas 
DOB: 4/2/94 
School: Gibbs ES 

Invoice #10879 

Professional Services 



5/20/2005 MM School visit; classroom observation 



MM File review and developed monthly case status report re: hearing 
request for attorney 



5/23/2005 AAG Drafted letter to parent 



5/25/2005 BDL Drafted letter requesting records from Home School. 



5/26/2005 BDL Requested re-evaluations from Gibbs ES 



BDL Drafted letter to parent with copy of records request. 



DSM Reviewed and signed intake documents 



5/30/2005 MM File review and developed monthly case status report and documented 
latest communication with school and parent and next step. 

6/4/2005 DSM Prepared and file due process hearing request to DCPS 



6/6/2005 DSM Reviewed records received from school. 



Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


2.00 
175.00/hr 


350.00 


1.50 
175.00/hr 


262.50 


0.69 
105.00/hr 


72.45 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52.50 


0.75 
105.00/hr 


78.75 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52.50 


0.25 
350.00/hr 


87.50 


0.58 
175.00/hr 


101.50 


2.00 
350.00/hr 


700.00 


0.42 
350.00/hr 


147.00 
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Joseph Thomas 



6/8/2005 DSM Filed due process hearing request 



6/15/2005 WB Drafted letter to parent w/ HDN enclosed for hearing on 7/15/05 @ 3:00 
pm 

JEB Examined and certified hearing request filed by attorney 



6/21/2005 MM Reviewed fba dated 5/25/05 



6/24/2005 MM File review and developed monthly case status report and record 
information regarding communication with parents and school. 

7/1/2005 KD email from Gibbs ES to Moody and Paralegal Amaya (LOI for MDT 
Mtng) 

7/5/2005 MM Discussion with mom 



7/6/2005 MM Drafted letter to private school 



7/7/2005 MM Drafted letter to private school 



MM Conference with parent 



7/8/2005 DSM Prepare disclosure to DCPS 



MM Drafted letter to private school 



WB Assisted attorney to prepare disclosure to DCPS 



WB Conference with parent re: case status and upcoming hearing on 
7/15/05® 3:00 pm 

7/11/2005 WB Received DCPS 5-day disclosures, copied and disseminated them 



7/13/2005 DSM Prepared for Due Process Hearing 



MM Discussion with educational attorney McKnight, in preparation for 
Hearing on July 15. 



I 


Page 2 


Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


0.08 
350.00/hr 


28.00 


0.42 
105.00/hr 


44.10 


0.58 
350.00/hr 


203.00 


0.33 
175.00/hr 


57.75 


0.58 
175.00/hr 


101.50 


0.17 
105.00/hr 


17.85 


0.17 
175.00/hr 


29.75 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


0.08 
175.00/hr 


14.00 


2.00 
350.00/hr 


700.00 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


1.50 
105.00/hr 


157.50 


0.17 
105.00/hr 


17.85 


0.25 
105.00/hr 


26.25 


1.50 
350.00/hr 


525.00 


0.25 
150.00/hr 


37.50 
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Joseph Thomas 



7/13/2005 DSM Discussion with educational advocate, M. Moody, in preparation for 
Hearing on July 15. 

7/14/2005 MM Prepared for Due Process Hearing 



DSM Phone call to mother to prepare for tomorrow's hearing. 



7/15/2005 MM Record reviewed and discussion with prehearing conference with atty 



MM Appearance to 825 North Capital for due process hearing 



DSM Reviewed readings on Functional Behavioral Assessments and 

Intervention Behavior Plans, including a report of the Virginia Dept. of 
Ed. and Center for Effective Collaboration and Practice in preparation 
for hearing today. 

DSM Conference with parent in preparation for her testimony at today's 
hearing. 

DSM Appearance to 825 North Capital for due process hearing 



DSM Conference with educational advocate, M. Moody, in preparation for 
today's hearing. 

7/26/2005 DSM Reviewed HOD, which found inappropriate IEP 



WB Drafted letter to parent w/ HOD issued on 7/25/05 enclosed 



7/29/2005 MM Drafted letter to private school 



MM File review and developed monthly case status report 



7/31/2005 MM Reviewed hod dated 7/25/05 and documented timelines ect 



For professional services rendered 



Page 3 


Hrs/Rate 


Amount 


0.25 
350.00/hr 


87.50 


1.50 
175.00/hr 


262.50 


0.17 
350.00/hr 


59.50 


0.50 
175.00/hr 


87.50 


2.00 
175.00/hr 


350.00 


0.75 
350.00/hr 


262.50 


0.17 
350.00/hr 


59.50 


2.00 
350.00/hr 


700.00 


0.50 
350.00/hr 


175.00 


0.17 
350.00/hr 


59.50 


0.50 
105.00/hr 


52.50 


0.50 
150.00/hr 


75.00 


0.42 
150.00/hr 


63.00 


0.25 
150.00/hr 


37.50 



28.45 $6,458.75 
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Joseph Thomas Page 4 

Additional Charges : 

Amount 

5/23/2005 Postage; letter to parent 0.37 

Copied documents 0.50 

5/26/2005 Postage; letter to parent 0.60 

Copied: letter re: evaluation and records for parent 0.25 

Facsimile- re-evals and records 21.00 

6/8/2005 Facsimile HR to SHO 5.00 

Copied documents; HR 2.50 

6/15/2005 Postage; HDN letter to parent 0.37 

7/8/2005 Copied: Disclosure for DCPS. 50.00 

Messenger Service to and from DCPS (5-day Disclosures) 20.00 

7/1 5/2005 Taxi service to DCPS for hearing 7.00 

7/26/2005 Postage; letter to parent 0.37 

Copied documents; letter to parent 0.50 

8/4/2005 File review preparation of bill and invoice audit 96.88 



Total costs $205.34 



Total amount of this bill $6,664.09 



